For convenience the two reports will be referred to as the " 1920 " and " 1922 ? ' reports, respectively.
SUMMARY.
Among the outstanding facts indicated by compilation and analysis of the data collected and used in this bulletin are the following : The use of a motor truck in many instances enables a farmer to take advantage of better markets at greater distances from his farm than were available when his hauling was done with horses. For those truck owners who have changed markets (see Table 4 ) the distance to the new markets averaged nearly double the distance to those formerly used. In the area covered by these reports trucks having a capacity of 1 ton comprised nearly half the total number concerning which replies were received, while slightly over half of the owners who in 1922 gave their opinions as to the size best suited to their conditions stated they preferred the 1-ton machines.
Over 90 per cent of the owners stated they believed their trucks would prove to be profitable investments, and that they intended to purchase others when those reported on were worn out.
Saving of time was given as the greatest advantage, and poor roads as the greatest disadvantage connected with the use of motor trucks.
On the average it requires less than half the time to make a haul of a given length with a truck that it does with horses.
Not all of the road hauling was done with trucks. Over 60 per cent of the owners answering this question stated that they used horses for a small part of their road hauling.
While many owners used their machines for some hauling on the farm itself a large part of such battling was still done with horses.
A small percentage of the owners stated they did some custom work, but that it constituted on the average only about one-tenth of the total hauling done with their machines.
A majority of the owners estimated that their trucks were used on an average of 147 days, and traveled slightly over 3,100 miles in the year preceding their report.
The expense of operation per mile run (see p. 23) varied from 7.8 cents for the half -ton machines to 20.7 cents for the 2-ton size.
The cost per ton-mile for hauling crops (see p. 24) ranged from 37.3 cents for the smaller trucks to 15.8 cents for the larger size.
Over two-thirds of the owners reporting stated their machines had always been ready for use when needed during the preceding year.
The There are other farmers who would rind it difficult to reach better markets than they are now using even if a truck was added to their farm equipment. Slightly aver one-fourth of the men reporting concerning the markets used by them stated that after they purchased their trucks they made a change in the markets generally used.
However, even though the trucks put new and better markets within reach, some of their owners stated they still used the old market to some extent. The distance to the new markets was in nearly every case considerably greater than to those formerly used.
The men who changed markets were on the average 8.9 miles from those they generally used before buying their machines, and 15.7 miles from those they were using at the time of reporting. Sixtyeight per cent of these men were less than 10 miles from the markets they used when they did their road hauling with horses, while after the purchase of their trucks 62 per cent went to markets 10 The reports indicated that the kind of tires with which the trucks were equipped apparently had little to do with the length of time they could not be used on account of the condition of the roads.
HAULING ON THE FARM WITH TRUCKS.
Although farm-owned motor trucks are used to a much greater extent for road hauling than for any other purpose, they can in some instances be used to advantage for part of the hauling on the farm itself. (See fig. 9 For the J and j-ton sizes the depreciation charges as shown above are greater than the combined cost of fuel and oil used by them, while for the 1-ton and larger sizes the deprecia- 
INTEREST.
Interest has been computed at 8 per cent on the average investment. The generally accepted method for determining the average investment in equipment where a part of the first cost is charged off each year has been followed. That is, the first cost has been multiplied by the years of service plus one, and this result has been divided by the years of service multiplied by two. Interest calculated by this formula is slightly higher than when computed on The average repair bills for the 54 men who had owned their machines from 55 to 66 months was $165, while for the 24 men who had owned their trucks 67 months or longer the average expense for repairs had been $335.
As the repair costs for the trucks which had been in use from 43 to 54 months had been $104 the annual repair bills had averaged about $25. It is evident that the average annual repair cost for the entire life of the machines will be higher than the figure given, and, therefore, in the absence of more accurate data the following allowances have been made as fair charges for the average annual repair miles for the 1-ton, 9.1 miles for the lj-ton and H-ton, and 8 miles for the 2-ton trucks. The expense per mile for the lubricating oil for these machines is but a small part of the cost of operating them, and their owners were not asked concerning it. The cost per mile of the grease used would ordinarily be so trifling that no inquiries were made concerning it.
In 1920 the owners of the^-ton trucks stated that their machines averaged 59 miles per quart of lubricating oil; the f-ton trucks, 58 miles; the 1-ton trucks, 48 miles: the 1^-ton and 1-J-ton trucks, 49 For the J-ton trucks, 13.5 cents;
for the f-ton trucks, 7.4 cents ; for the 1-ton trucks, 5.5 
DISPLACEMENT OF HORSES.
While the addition to the farm equipment of a motor truck purchased primarily for hauling produce from and supplies to the farm will in some instances result in a reduction in the number of horses needed, the reports received from owners of these machines show that in many cases no change is made in the work stock kept. On the smaller farms where but one or two horses are ordinarily kept they will generally be needed for work on the farm itself.
In 19i20 these truck owners were asked to state the number of horses they were keeping at that time, and the number disposed of after they bought their machines. In 1922 
